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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 
This Office Action is in response to Applicants' RCE filed on November 29, 2004. Claims 1-23 ; 
are presented for further examination. Newly added claims 24 are also presented for 
examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are : 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person ; 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the : 
. manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dabney et al 
(hereinafter, "Dabney", 6,643,663) in view of Plantz et al (hereinafter, "Plantz", 6,088,702) and ; 
in further view of Bernado et al (hereinafter, "Bernado", 6,308,188). 

As per claims 1 and 12, Dabney discloses a system and method for implementing changes ; 
to content on an Internet website server, comprising 

• an intranet server configured to provide input to said internet server (col. 5, lines 24-42,; 
col. 6, lines 22-47 and lines 60-64); 

• a workflow application interfacing with said intranet server (col. 5, lines 24-49); 

• an author (web editor) interfacing with said workflow application to develop and 
provide page content in said workflow application (col. 5, lines 24-42 and col. 6, lines \ 
21-47); 
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• at least one reviewer (manager) interfacing with said workflow application for receiving 
and reviewing said page content (col. 5, lines 24-42 and col. 6, lines 21-47); and 

• an administrator interfacing with said workflow application for receiving page content : 
reviewed and approved by said at least one reviewer and launching said content to said j 
intranet server for input to said internet server (col. 5, lines 31-55, col. 10, lines 65-67, ; 
col. 1 1, lines 1-4, lines 32-39 and col. 12, lines 1-24). 

Dabney discloses the invention substantially as claims discussed above, it does not 
explicitly disclose editing webpage content, wherein said webpage content is in accordance with 
template rules defined by table structure. Nonetheless, editing webpage content, wherein said ; 
webpage content is in accordance with template rules defined by table structure is well known in 
the art as evidenced by Bernado. 

In similar art, Bernado discloses editing webpage content, wherein said webpage content is 
in accordance with template rules defined by table structure and a security apparatus configured 
to define content modification privileges for at least one cell of table structure (col. 2, lines 45- ; 
54, col. 3, lines 2-31, col. 5, lines 51-67, col. 6, lines 1-8, col. 8, lines 32-41, lines 66-67, col. 9, ; 
lines 1-7 and lines 39-58). 

Given the teaching of Bernado, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to modify the system of Dabney by employing the well-known conventional feature of editing 
webpage content, wherein said webpage content is in accordance with template rules and 
defining content modification privileges for a cell within the table allowing the designer/user to I 
review/edit documents/website content without requiring the designer/user to write or edit 
HTML code. 
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As per claims 2 and 13, Dabney further discloses: 

• at least a second reviewer (manager) interfacing with said workflow application (col. 5,; 
lines 24-42). 

As per claim 3, Dabney discloses: 

• wherein said at least one reviewer is an editor (col. 5, lines 24-42). 
As per claim 4, Dabney discloses: 

• wherein said at least a second reviewer is a legal reviewer (col. 5, lines 24-42 and col. 6, 
lines 21-25). 

As per claim 5, Dabney discloses: 

• wherein said at least a second reviewer is a business owner (manager) (col. 5, lines 24- 1 
42). 

As per claims 6 and 14, Dabney discloses: 

• wherein said at least one reviewer rejects said page (webpage) content and returns said \ 
rejected page (webpage) content to said workflow application for revision by said 
author, said author revising said page (webpage) content and returning said revised page 
(webpage) content to said workflow application for review (col. 5, lines 24-42). 

As per claim 7, Dabney discloses: 

• wherein said at least a second reviewer rejects said page (webpage) content and returns : 
said rejected page (webpage) content to said workflow application for revision (col. 5, ; 
lines 24-42). 

As per claim 8, Dabney discloses: 
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• wherein said rejected page (webpage) content returned to said workflow application is ' 
sent to said author for revision (col. 5, lines 24-42). 

As per claim 9, Dabney discloses: 

• wherein said rejected page (webpage) content returned to said workflow application is ; 
sent to said at least one reviewer for revision (col. 5, lines 24-42). 

As per claims 10, 11 and 15, Dabney discloses: 

• said administrator interfacing with said workflow application for receiving revised page 
(webpage) content reviewed and approved by said at least one reviewer and launching ■ 
said content to said intranet server for input to said internet server (col 5, lines 31-55, : 
col. 10, lines 65-67, col. 1 1, lines 1-4, lines 32-39 and col. 12, lines 1-24). 

As per claims 16 and 18, Dabney discloses the invention substantially as claims discussed ■ 
above. 

However, Dabney does not explicitly disclose: 

• wherein the webpage content is XML. 

Bernado discloses a system and method for building a web site with automated workflow ; 
including: 

• wherein the webpage content is XML (col. 3, lines 15-16 and col. 8, lines 14-17). 
Given the teaching of Bernado, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the ; 

art to modify the system of Dabney by specifying the webpage content as XML since the same 
functionality is achieved. 

As per claim 17, Dabney discloses the invention substantially as claims discussed above. : 

However, Dabney does not explicitly disclose: 
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• wherein said webpage content is XML; and 

• wherein said administrator is further configured to launch said webpage content by 
converting XML to HTML. 

Bernado discloses a system and method for building a web site with automated workflow ; 
including: 

• wherein said webpage content is XML (col. 3, lines 15-16 and col. 8, lines 14-17); and ; 

• wherein said administrator is further configured to launch said webpage content by 
converting XML to HTML (col. 5, lines 14-26). 

Given the teaching of Bernado, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the ; 
art to modify the system of Dabney by specifying the webpage content as XML and launching i 
the webpage since the same functionality is achieved. 

As per claim 19, Dabney discloses the invention substantially as claims discussed above. 

However, Dabney does not explicitly disclose: 

• wherein said webpage content is XML; and 

• wherein said launching step includes launching said webpage content by converting 
XML to HTML. 

Bernado discloses a system and method for building a web site with automated workflow \ 
including: 

• wherein said webpage content is XML (col. 3, lines 15-16 and col. 8, lines 14-17); and 

• wherein said launching step includes launching said webpage content by converting 
XML to HTML (col. 5, lines 14-26). 
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Given the teaching of Bernado, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the i 
art to modify the system of Dabney by specifying the webpage content as XML and launching 
the webpage since the same functionality is achieved. 

As per claims 20 and 22, Dabney discloses the invention substantially as claims discussed \ 
above. 

However, Dabney does not explicitly disclose: 

• wherein the administrator is further configured to at least one of identify, create , assign 
and modify workflow groups. 

Bernado discloses a system and method for building a web site with automated workflow : 
including: 

• wherein the administrator is further configured to at least one of identify, create, assign I 
and modify workflow groups (col. 9, lines 39-58, col. 10, lines 1-16 and lines 20-31). 

Given the teaching of Bernado, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the ; 
art to modify the system of Dabney allowing the administrator to identify, create, assign and 
modify workflow groups since the same functionality is achieved. 

As per claims 21 and 23, Dabney discloses the invention substantially as claims discussed i 
above. 

However, Dabney does not explicitly disclose: 

• wherein the administrator is further configured to grant varying levels of access based 
on workflow groups. 

Bernado discloses a system and method for building a web site with automated workflow j 
including: 
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• wherein the administrator is further configured to grant varying levels of access based \ 
on workflow groups (col. 9, lines 39-58, col 10, lines 1-16 and lines 20-31). 

Given the teaching of Bernado, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the : 
art to modify the system of Dabney by allowing the administrator grant varying levels of access ' 
based on workflow groups since the same functionality is achieved. 

As per claim 24, Dabney discloses a system and method for implementing changes to 
content on an Internet website server, comprising 

• an intranet server providing input to said internet server (col 5, lines 24-42, col. 6, lines 
22-47 and lines 60-64); 

• interfacing a workflow application said intranet server (col. 5, lines 24-49); 

• interfacing an author (web editor) with said workflow application to at least one of edit 
and provide at least one webpage content element, wherein said at least one webpage 
content element is configured to be combined with a plurality of other webpage content 
elements (col. 5, lines 24-42 and col. 6, lines 21-47); 

• interfacing at least one database with said workflow application to store said at least one 
webpage content element, wherein said at least one webpage element is configured to be 
inserted into a webpage (col. 10, lines 23-54); 

• interfacing at least one reviewer (manager) with said workflow application for receiving 
and reviewing said page content (col. 5, lines 24-42 and col. 6, lines 21-47); and 

• interfacing an administrator with said workflow application for receiving page content 
reviewed and approved by said at least one reviewer and launching said content to said ; 
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intranet server for input to said internet server (col. 5, lines 31-55, col. 10, lines 65-67, : 
col. 11, lines 1-4, lines 32-39 and col. 12, lines 1-24).. 

Dabney discloses the invention substantially as claims discussed above, it does not 
explicitly disclose editing webpage content, wherein said webpage content is in accordance with 
template rules defined by table structure. Nonetheless, editing webpage content, wherein said 
webpage content is in accordance with template rules defined by table structure is well known in 
the art as evidenced by Bernado. 

In similar art, Bernado discloses editing webpage content, wherein said webpage content is 
in accordance with template rules defined by table structure (col. 2, lines 45-54, col. 3, lines 2- 
31, col. 5, lines 51-67, col. 6, lines 1-8, col. 8, lines 32-41, lines 66-67, col. 9, lines 1-7 and lines; 
39-58). 

Given the teaching of Bernado, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the : 
art to modify the system of Dabney by employing the well-known conventional feature of editing 
webpage content, wherein said webpage content is in accordance with template rules and 
defining content modification privileges for a cell within the table allowing the designer/user to j 
review/edit documents/website content without requiring the designer/user to write or edit 
HTML code. 

Response to Arguments 
3. Applicant's arguments filed October 29, 2004 have 

been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
The Office notes the following arguments: 
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(a) Bernado does not disclose implementing security controls at the content level where 
privileges may be applied to individual cells within a template. 

(b) Bernando does not disclose or suggest, "defining content modification privileges for at least ■ 
one cell of said table structure" as similarly recited by independent claims 1 and 12. 

(c) Neither of the cited references disclose or suggest creating and editing individual content 
components through workflow. 

(d) Dabney does not disclose the reuse of preauthorized content elements among any number of: 
web pages. 

(e) Plantz does not disclose or suggest routing webpage content for authorization and posting to \ 
an Internet website. 

(f) Plantz does not disclose routing content elements individually through a workflow process 
followed by authorization and storage of content elements, 

(g) Bernado fails to disclose storing contents elements, which have been individually approved 1 
through a workflow. 

(h) Neither Dabney, Plantz, nor Bernado disclose or suggest a method for "interfacing an author: 
with said workflow application to at least one of edit and provide one webpage content element,; 
wherein said at least one webpage content element is configured to be combined with a plurality 
of other webpage content elements" or "interfacing at least one database with said workflow 
application to store said at least one webpage content element, wherein said at least one webpage 
element is configured to be inserted into a webpage" as recited in new independent claim 24. 



In response to: 
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(a)-(b), Bernado discloses modifying content in a pre-designed workflow process that allows 
authorized users to modify the content according to the tasks assigned by the website creator. 
The website creator assigns certain areas of the webpage that includes different templates for 
authorized users (Graphics, Legal, Sales, etc) to review and edit the webpage content before 
posting to the Internet or Intranet [see Bernado, Col. 8, lines 18-41, col. 9, limes 39-58 and col. ! 
10, lines 1-16]. Therefore, Bernado does disclose defining content modification privileges to a ; 
cell within a table. 

(c) and (f), Dabney, Plantz and Bernado discloses editing webpage content (text, graphics, etc.) i 
through a workflow process [see Dabney, CoL 5, lines 43-66 and col. 6, lines 1-12; Plantz, Col. j 
7, lines 2-10, col. 8, lines 52-67 and col. 9, lines 1-34; Bernado Col. 8, lines 18-41, col. 9, limes \ 
39-58 and col. 10, lines 1-16]. 

(d) , Applicants argue that Dabney does not disclose the reuse of preauthorized content elements ; 
among any number of web pages, which is not supported by the claim language. 

(e) Dabney has been cited to teach this feature of routing webpage content for authorization and \ 
posting to an Internet website instead of Plantz [see the rejection of independent claims 1, 12 and 
22 above]. 

(g)-(h), Dabney and Bernado discloses editing and combining webpage content (text, graphics, \ 
etc.) to be inserted in a webpage through a workflow process [see Dabney, Col. 5, lines 43-66 
and col. 6, lines 1-12; Plantz, Col. 7, lines 2-10, col. 8, lines 52-67 and col. 9, lines 1-34; 
Bernado Col. 8, lines 18-41, col. 9, limes 39-58 and col. 10, lines 1-16]. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LaShonda T. Jacobs whose telephone number is 703-305-7494. : 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. If attempts to reach the examiner 
by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on 703- ; 
308-7562. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

LaShonda T. Jacobs 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2157 

ltj . 

January 6, 2005 
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